Introduction
China is a major maritime nation with 18,000 km of mainland coastline.1 The marine environment is of fundamental importance for China's economic development and environmental protection. According to the National Report on Social and Economic Development, in 2010, China imported 239.31 million tonnes of crude oil and 36.88 million tonnes of refined oil.2 Approximately 95 percent of oil imports are carried by maritime transportation. This creates significant risk of marine pollution such as oil, oily wastes and invasive species from ballast water. Globally, maritime transport is responsible for 12 percent of total marine pollution.3 The United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea (UNCLOS) deals with vessel-source pollution through Part XII on Protection and Preservation of the Marine Environment, Part II on the Territorial Sea and Contiguous Zone, and Part V on the Exclusive Economic Zone.4 Under UNCLOS, the legislative or enforcement jurisdiction that a State may exercise in respect of a particular vessel varies according to whether it is a flag, coastal or port State.5 UNCLOS creates a jurisdictional regime for the prevention of † The author would like to thank two anonymous reviewers for their comments on an earlier draft. However, in practice, how China implements and enforces UNCLOS and the IMO's conventions is to a large extent unknown. There is also limited public information that can be collected from desk-based research alone. In China, the prevention of vessel-source pollution has attracted little interest from academics to date. In addition, government decision-making processes are not widely available to the public. Although more may currently be known about China's policy deliberations and governmental administration than at any previous time, it remains difficult to find sufficient information for analysis. Without a comprehensive understanding of China's social system and culture, it can be challenging for outsiders to fully understand the complex structure of Chinese legislation and how it is implemented.8 does not define 'port' or 'coastal' State. According to Churchill and Lowe, coastal State is the state in one of whose maritime zones a particular vessel lies; port State is the state in one of whose ports a particular vessel lies. However, Molenaar suggests that account should not only be taken of the type of enforcement (in port or at sea), but also the locus of the violation and the type of standard subject to enforcement. What should nevertheless be clear is that port or coastal State jurisdiction always implies jurisdiction over foreign vessels. 
